
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



DECISIONS INVOLVING QUESTIONS OF INTEBNATIONAL LAW 759 

the suit of claimants for necessaries, and could not or was not allowed to 
leave England on the outbreak of war before the days of grace allowed 
under the Hague convention expired. Subsequently the Crown sought 
the detention of the vessel, but one of the claimants for necessaries inter- 
posed a motion for judgment and execution. 

Held, that the captor's rights take precedence of other claims, even 
such as those of bottomry bond holders or mortgages, and a fortiori, 
therefore, of claims for necessaries. It was true that the necessaries 
claimants had arrested the vessel, but that only gave them security for 
such sums as they would be able to establish were due in their actions. 
It did not prevent the Crown from seizing the vessel. The vessel was 
ordered detained and all further proceedings in the necessaries actions 
stayed until further order. 

The Cumberland 

Decided February 1, 1915. 

{The Times Law Reports, Vol. 31, p. 198.) 

In this case the Crown claimed the condemnation of a cargo of 30,000 
bags of nitrate shipped on the British vessel Cumberland in Chile and 
consigned to Hamburg. The cargo was condemned, and the case stood 
over for further argument on a claim by the ship owners for compensa- 
tion whilst the ship was being detained at Liverpool. It appeared that 
the Cumberland put into Falmouth on November 27th when the cargo 
was seized as prize, but as there was no market for the nitrate, and no 
facilities for discharging it in Falmouth, the Admiralty marshal advised 
that the vessel should go on to Leith, Liverpool, or Glasgow, and the 
owners accordingly sent her on to Liverpool, where she arrived on 
December 13th. Owing to the congestion in the port of Liverpool it was 
found impossible to find a discharging berth, and although the cargo was 
sold on January 20th, it having been condemned by the prize court on 
the 18th, it still remained "warehoused" in the vessel until January 30th, 
when she was ordered to Garston, where presumably the cargo would be 
discharged. The shipowners submitted that by reason of utilizing the 
vessel as a store ship until the cargo was sold heavy warehousing ex- 
penses were being saved, and that they should be paid £10 per diem plus 
all port charges during the period of detention. 

Held, that the shipowners are not entitled in law to compensation for 
the detention of the ship, but the court may authorize the Admiralty 
marshal to give them a reasonable sum out of the proceeds of the cargo. 



